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would take up the component parts of 
the space shuttle and assemble them in 
orbit. We continued that over the bet-
ter part of a decade and a half, until 
the space station was complete. 

In the interim, we lost 14 souls and 2 
space shuttles, the last one of which 
was Columbia in the winter of 2003. The 
investigation board, led by Navy Admi-
ral Gehman, said: As soon as you get 
the space station assembled—it was 
necessary to fly the space shuttle to 
take up the component parts—you shut 
it down and you replace the space shut-
tle with a safer rocket. 

I won’t take the time right now to 
explain the engineering and design of 
the space shuttle versus the future 
rocket, but for this discussion, suffice 
it to say that when you put the crew in 
a capsule at the top of the rocket, they 
have the capability to escape, saving 
the crew, even if there is an explosion 
of the rocket on the pad because the 
capsule can separate with the escape 
rockets and land some distance away 
via parachutes. 

By the way, one of those rockets 
under development right now just had 
its pad-abort test—SpaceX—and it was 
very successful. 

I am giving all this background to 
get to what was almost a dagger in the 
heart coming out of the Appropriations 
Committee in both the House and the 
Senate, and that is, they have funded 
NASA fairly well given the fact that 
they are trying to cut in order to sat-
isfy this tea party-inspired sequester, 
which is this cut across the board, but 
in doing so, what they have done is cut 
the development funds for the humans 
riding on American rockets to get to 
and from our International Space Sta-
tion, the essence of which is that if 
those funding cuts the committee has 
done are sustained, it will delay us 
from putting Americans on American 
rockets going to and from the space 
station until, instead of 2017, very like-
ly 2019. 

Ask almost any American whether 
they want a successful American space 
program, and they will clearly tell you 
yes, and that means Americans on 
American rockets. We have those rock-
ets. They are sending cargo to and 
from. But we have to go in and do the 
designs of the redundancies and the es-
cape systems on these commercial 
rockets, the two companies of which in 
competition are Boeing and SpaceX. 

Now let me get back to Vladimir 
Putin. Do we think it is a matter of 
wise public policy that we would con-
tinue our dependence on Vladimir 
Putin on our ability to get to our own 
International Space Station by having 
to ride and pay what he now charges— 
$75 million a ride per U.S. astronaut? 
Do we think that is wise public policy 
given this President of the Russian 
Federation who is so predictable? I 
don’t think so. 

So what the House did—the Presi-
dent’s request for this next round of 
competition—and they have come a 
long way. They are ready to go. I just 

said that one of the competitors, 
SpaceX, just did a pad-abort test by 
showing that the capsule could sepa-
rate from the rocket and safely land 
3,600 feet away in a splashdown with 
the parachutes. 

It is not wise public policy to cut 
funding so this development of safe 
human space travel on these commer-
cial rockets of Boeing and SpaceX—it 
is not good public policy, it is not in 
the interests of U.S. public policy that 
we would stay tied to Vladimir Putin 
in order to get to and from our own 
space station with astronauts. 

It is just a small amount of money. 
The President requested for this next 
year of competition $1.24 billion to put 
in the redundancies and the escape sys-
tems and have them tested. It is a crit-
ical year. It is 2015. It is the middle of 
2015. We are going to start flying U.S. 
astronauts 2 years from now, in 2017. 
But when you start cutting that fund-
ing from the President’s request to $900 
million, as the Senate Appropriations 
Committee just did last week, or to $1 
billion, which the House has just done 
in the passage of their appropriations 
bill—when you do that, that is going to 
stretch out the development that it is 
very likely we can’t send our own as-
tronauts to our own space station on 
our own rockets. We will have to keep 
paying Vladimir Putin $75 million 
every time we go to ride on the Soyuz 
to go to our own space station. Now, 
you figure it out. How many rides is 
that over an additional 2 years? That is 
probably $300 million right there. That 
is only four rides, assuming he is going 
to be charging us in 2018 and 2019 the 
same price he is charging now. He 
could jack that up. 

I think it was a sad day in the Senate 
Appropriations Committee when the 
committee turned down, by a very nar-
row vote of 14 to 12, Senator MIKULSKI’s 
amendment to restore the cut from 
$900 million to $1.24 billion. Sooner or 
later, that appropriations bill is going 
to come out here. It has a lot of other 
problems, as every appropriations bill 
does, as the Senate is finding out on 
this Defense authorization bill right 
now—all the funny money that is 
baked into it because of this so-called 
sequester. But when it comes out here, 
I am going to ask the Senators: Do you 
think it is wise policy that we continue 
our reliance on Vladimir Putin? 

As we have been doing the Defense 
bill, JOHN MCCAIN, our chairman, has 
been on a rampage against giving 
money to Vladimir Putin by virtue of 
us buying the Russian engine, which is 
a very good engine and which became 
an engine for American rockets, after 
the collapse of the Soviet Union, as a 
way of keeping their Russian—for-
merly Soviet—scientists engaged in an 
aerospace industry so they did not get 
secreted off to become scientists for 
rogue nations such as North Korea or 
Iran. But Senator MCCAIN has pointed 
out—rightly this Senator believes— 
that you want to reduce your reliance 
on those Russian engines called the 

RD–180 that are the main engines for 
the Atlas V, one of the absolute prime 
horses in the stable for our assured ac-
cess to space. If we are going to lessen 
our dependence on the Russian engine, 
why wouldn’t we lessen our dependence 
on Russian spacecraft being the only 
means by which we would get to orbit 
to our own International Space Sta-
tion? The logic is too compelling. Yet 
it is this ideological furor that has 
lapsed over into partisanship that has 
so gripped these Halls of Congress into 
making irrational decisions. 

We can correct this decision when 
that appropriations bill comes to the 
floor of the Senate. I hope we will. I 
hope folks such as Senator MCCAIN— 
one of this country’s two heroes who is 
taking this on in the defense com-
mittee—are going to help us out here 
on the floor by taking this on in the 
Appropriations Committee. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act is one of the most important pieces 
of legislation Congress considers each 
and every year. That is why the new 
majority has made it one of our top 
priorities. It is why we have reversed 
the worrying trend of recent years, 
when we had seen such an important 
bill crammed in at the very last 
minute with little time for debate or 
for amendment. 

This year’s Defense bill has under-
gone weeks of thorough and serious 
consideration under the regular order, 
both in committee and here on the 
floor. This year’s Defense bill has been 
open to a vigorous and bipartisan 
amendment process, with amendments 
from both sides having been adopted al-
ready. 
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It is a reform bill that aims to trans-

form bureaucratic waste into crucial 
investments for the men and women 
who give everything—everything—to 
protect us. It contains important qual-
ity-of-life programs for these service-
members and for their families. It 
holds the promise of compassion for 
wounded warriors, and it extends a 
hand of understanding to heroes who 
struggle with mental health chal-
lenges. It also authorizes the pay raises 
our troops have surely earned. 

It is a bill that contains input from 
both sides, and it is a bill that reflects 
priorities from both sides. That is why 
it sailed out of committee with huge 
bipartisan support, 22 to 4. That is why 
the House of Representatives passed a 
similar version with support from both 
parties. 

That is why one would think it would 
be headed towards strong bipartisan 
passage here in the Senate as well. But 
some Democratic leaders now want to 
hold pay raises and important medical 
programs for our troops hostage as le-
verage for unrelated partisan gains. 

It is all part of the filibuster summer 
they promised us. Democratic leaders 
have been quite open in detailing their 
strategy, which basically boils down to 
this: Deny our troops the benefits they 
have earned and even shut down the 
government if they can’t extract more 
taxpayer dollars for bureaucracies such 
as the IRS. 

The American people don’t want any 
part of this senseless filibuster summer 
vacation. But Democratic leaders al-
ready packed up their dusty Winnebago 
and—with ‘‘Bigger IRS or bust’’ 
scrawled on the back—are now bar-
reling toward our troops and their fam-
ilies in a dangerous game of chicken. 

I am asking these leaders to please 
stop—please stop. This isn’t some 
game. Please think about what you are 
doing. 

We live in exceedingly dangerous 
times. We are faced with the most ‘‘di-
verse and complex array of crises’’ in 
the postwar era, and that is Henry Kis-
singer saying that. Nearly every week 
seems to bring another new example of 
ISIL’s brutality. 

This is certainly not a moment to 
use our military as leverage in order to 
secure a few more bucks—a few more 
bucks—for bloated bureaucracies such 
as the IRS. 

All of this must make some of our 
Democratic colleagues uneasy. Some of 
them must be cringing at this strategy. 

I am asking every Democrat who is 
serious about supporting our troops 
and our national security to stand with 
the American people in rejecting these 
partisan games. Our all-volunteer force 
should be focused on training in com-
bat and preparing for conflict, not wor-
rying about the partisan delay of im-
portant policy authorizations. We all 
know how vital our troops are to both 
our country and our own local commu-
nities. I have come to the floor re-
cently to talk about what the men and 
women of our military mean to Ken-
tucky. 

I noted how, at Fort Campbell, more 
than 30,000 Army personnel trained for 
important missions around the world, 
from repeated deployments to Afghani-
stan to providing humanitarian sup-
port in places such as Africa. I noted 
how the base enriches the surrounding 
region with an economic impact of $5 
billion each year. I noted how Fort 
Knox houses many different military 
commands in both a truly impressive 
array of training grounds and training 
facilities. I noted how the base makes 
an economic impact of more than $2 
billion in Hardin County and the sur-
rounding community. 

So today I wish to speak a little bit 
about Blue Grass Army Depot. The 
depot, located in Richmond, is integral 
to both the Army and our national se-
curity as a facilitation site for the 
storage, renovation, and disposal of 
conventional munitions. It also serves 
as a reminder of the many important 
tasks undertaken by the Department of 
Defense—and one more reason Ken-
tuckians don’t want to see the Depart-
ment distracted or disrupted by par-
tisan games here in Washington, be-
cause, after having personally implored 
the Department of Defense for several 
decades to meet our national commit-
ment, the Department is now close to 
completing construction of a state-of- 
the-art chemical demilitarization facil-
ity at the depot. That would allow for 
the proper disposal of dangerous chem-
ical weapons that are stored there. 

This is important for our country, 
and it is critical to the health and safe-
ty of my constituents in central Ken-
tucky. 

But it has also become a good jobs 
story for the region too. There are 
more than 1,400 jobs at the Blue Grass 
Army Depot, and hiring will continue 
when operations at the new facility 
begin. 

Kentuckians know that passing the 
Defense bill before us would authorize 
a new Special Forces facility at Fort 
Campbell. Kentuckians know it would 
authorize construction projects and an 
important new medical clinic at Fort 
Knox. 

Kentuckians also know it would help 
the Department of Defense from be-
coming unnecessarily distracted or dis-
rupted as it continues carrying out 
critical tasks such as the kind we see 
at the Blue Grass Army Depot, dis-
posing of these dangerous chemical 
weapons. 

I am asking every Senator to remem-
ber all the ways our troops and our 
military enrich our States and local 
communities. I am asking every Sen-
ator to consider the serious times we 
live in, too. And I am asking every 
Senator to keep those things in mind 
when casting votes on the Defense bill. 

We may be Republicans, we may be 
Democrats, but in the end we should 
all be able to come together to support 
the people who support us. Let’s stand 
together in rejecting partisan games in 
favor of a bipartisan bill that contains 
good ideas from both parties and gives 

President Obama the exact funding 
level he asked for. This bill gives Presi-
dent Obama the exact funding level he 
asked for. Let’s worry less about the 
demands of one party’s political base 
and more about supporting the brave 
men and women who live on the base. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CHILD ABUSE REPORTING 
LOOPHOLE ON MILITARY BASES 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam President, I 

rise today to enable my colleagues to 
become aware of the tragic cir-
cumstances that led to the untimely 
death of 5-year-old Talia Williams and 
an amendment I have submitted that 
seeks to close the loophole that al-
lowed Talia to slip through our child 
abuse safety net. 

In 2005, Talia Williams moved to Ha-
waii to live with her father, Naeem 
Williams, and his wife, Talia’s step-
mother, Delilah Williams. Mr. Williams 
was in the military, stationed at 
Schofield Barracks. Mr. Williams’ de-
fense attorney argued that Mr. Wil-
liams was ill-equipped to care for his 
daughter. That may be true, but what 
we know for a fact is that Talia Wil-
liams suffered 7 months of near con-
stant abuse at the hands of her father 
and stepmother. This torture ended on 
July 16, 2005, when Mr. Williams hit 
Talia so hard it left his fist imprinted 
on her chest and killed her. Mr. Wil-
liams was convicted of murdering his 
daughter last year, and he was sen-
tenced to life without the possibility of 
parole. Her stepmother, Delilah Wil-
liams, was given a reduced sentence of 
20 years in prison for providing testi-
mony against her husband. 

Tarshia Williams, Talia’s mother, 
sued the military in 2010 for the death 
of her daughter. Her case was settled 
earlier this year, with the Department 
of Defense agreeing to a $2 million set-
tlement for not doing enough to save 
Talia Williams. 

In the course of those two pro-
ceedings, it became clear that Talia 
Williams could have been saved if one 
thing occurred—reporting the abuse to 
Hawaii’s Child Welfare Services branch 
or CPS. Through a memorandum of un-
derstanding—MOU—with the State of 
Hawaii, the Department of Defense es-
tablished a system in which Hawaii’s 
Child Welfare Services would be ‘‘the 
agency primarily responsible for in-
take, investigation, and the provision 
of protective services as deemed nec-
essary to abused children within the 
State of Hawaii,’’ including the chil-
dren of military families both on and 
off base. 

Under statute and reiterated in the 
MOU, only Hawaii’s State agencies 
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